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DETAILED ACTION 
Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

1. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all obviousness 
rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth 
in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the 
prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention 
was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

2. Claims 1, 2, 4, and 5 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Daenen 
(U.S. Patent 4,216,862), in view of Daugherty (U.S. Patent 4,441,487). 

Regarding claim 1: In Fig. 5, Daenen shows a storage device capable of being used as a nail 
polishing stand and storage cabinet, comprising a base (10) and a cover (14) hingedly 
coupled to the base (10). Daenen lacks a hand rest rotatably coupled to the base. In Fig. 3, 
Daugherty teaches a hand rest (4). It would have been obvious to one skilled in the art at the 
time of invention to rotatably couple the hand rest of Daugherty to the base of Daenen in . 
order to provide an adjustable place for one to rest their hand. 

Regarding claim 2: As applied to claim 1, Daenen lacks a substantially semispherical hand 
rest with five spaced apart grooves. In Fig. 3, Daugherty teaches a substantially semispherical 
hand rest (4) with five spaced apart grooves (4a, 4b). It would have been obvious to one 
skilled in the art at the time of invention to incorporate the semispherical hand rest with five 
spaced apart grooves of Daugherty into the nail polishing stand and storage cabinet of 
Daenen in order to provide a comfortable place to rest one's hand. 
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Regarding claims 4 and 5: In Fig. 5, Daenen shows a cover (14) configured to function as a 
soaking tray in order to hold liquids associated with nail polishing. In Fig. 7, Daenen shows 
a cover (14) that is removable from the base (10). 

3. Claim 3 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Daenen (U.S. Patent 
4,216,862), in view of Daugherty (U.S. Patent 4,441,487), and further in view of Swinford 
(U.S. Patent 1,536,985). In Fig. 5, Daenen shows a storage device capable of being used as a 
nail polishing stand and storage cabinet, comprising a base (10) and a cover (14) hingedly 
coupled to the base (10) according to claim 1, but lacks a rotatable hand rest with means for 
releasably locking the hand rest in a plurality of fixed positions relative to the base. In Fig. 3, 
Daugherty teaches a hand rest (4). In Fig. 4, Swinford teaches means for releasably locking 
(17, 21) the hand rest (26) in a plurality of fixed positions relative to the base (14). It would 
have been obvious to one skilled in the art at the time of invention to use the means for 
releasably locking in a plurality fixed positions of Swinford to rotatably couple the hand rest 
of Daugherty to the base of Daenen in order to provide an adjustable place for one to rest 
their hand. 

4. Claims 6-8 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Reid (U.S. Patent 
1,512,799), in view of Daugherty (U.S. Patent 4,441,487). 

Regarding claim 6: In Fig. 4, Reid shows a storage device capable of being used as a nail 
polishing stand and storage cabinet, comprising: a base (10) having a storage compartment 
(13). Reid lacks a hand rest rotatably coupled to the base. In Fig. 3, Daugherty teaches a 
hand rest (4). It would have been obvious to one skilled in the art at the time of invention to 
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rotatably couple the hand rest of Daugherty to the base of Reid in order to provide an 
adjustable place for one to rest their hand. 

Regarding claim 7: As applied to claim 6 above, Reid lacks a hand rest with five spaced apart 
grooves. In Fig. 3, Daugherty shows a hand rest (4) with five spaced apart grooves (4a, 4b). 
It would have been obvious to one skilled in the art at the time of invention to incorporate the 
hand rest with five spaced apart grooves of Daugherty into the nail polishing stand and 
storage device of Reid in order to improve the comfort of the hand rest. 
Regarding claim 8: As applied to claim 6 above, Reid lacks a substantially dome shaped hand 
rest. In Fig. 3, Daugherty shows a substantially dome shaped hand rest (4). It would have 
been obvious to one skilled in the art at the time of invention to incorporate the substantially 
dome shaped hand rest of Daugherty into the storage device of Reid, as modified by 
Daugherty, in order to improve the comfort of the hand rest. 
5. Claim 9 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Reid (U.S. Patent 
1,512,799), in view of Daugherty (U.S. Patent 4,441,487), and further in view of Swinford 
(U.S. Patent 1,536,985). In Fig. 4, Reid, as modified by Daugherty, shows a storage device 
capable of being used as a nail polishing stand and storage cabinet, as applied to claim 6, but 
lacks means for releasably locking the hand rest in a plurality of fixed positions relative to 
the base. In Fig. 4, Swinford teaches means for releasably locking (17, 21) a hand rest in a 
plurality of fixed positions relative to the base (14). It would have been obvious to one 
skilled in the art at the time of invention to combine the means for releasably locking a hand 
rest in a plurality fixed positions of Swinford with the storage device of Reid, as modified by 
Daugherty, in order to releasably lock the hand rest in a plurality fixed positions. 
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6. Claims 10-12 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Reid (U.S. 
Patent 1,512,799), in view of Daugherty (U.S. Patent 4,441,487), and further in view of 
Daenen (U.S. Patent 4,216,862). 

Regarding claim 10: In Fig. 4, Reid shows a storage device capable of being used as a nail 
polishing stand and storage cabinet, comprising: a base (10) having a storage compartment 
(13), but lacks a hand rest coupled to the base and a cover coupled to the base, wherein the 
cover is configured to function as a soaking tray. In Fig. 3, Daugherty teaches a hand rest 
(4). In Fig. 5, Daenen teaches a cover (14) coupled to the base (10), wherein the cover (14) 
is configured to function as a soaking tray. It would have been obvious to one skilled in the 
art at the time of invention to combine the base having a storage compartment of Reid with 
the hand rest of Daugherty and the cover of Daenen in order to provide a place for one to rest 
their hand, and a cover for the storage device. 

Regarding claim 1 1 : As applied to claim 10, Reid, as modified by Daugherty, lacks a cover 
removably coupled to the base. In Fig. 3, Daenen teaches a cover (14) removably coupled to 
a base (10). It would have been obvious to one skilled in the art at the time of invention to 
modify the base of Reid, as modified by Daugherty with the removable cover of Daenen in 
order to allow the cover to be removed from the base. 

Regarding claim 12: As applied to claim 10, Reid, as modified by Daugherty, lacks a cover 
hingedly coupled to the base. In Fig. 3, Daenen teaches a cover (14) hingedly coupled to a 
base (10). It would have been obvious to one skilled in the art at the time of invention to use 
the hingedly coupled cover of Daenen with the base of Reid, as modified by Daugherty, in 
order to provide a hinged the cover for the storage device. 
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7. Claims 13-15, and 17 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Reid 
(U.S. Patent 1,512,799), in view of Daugherty (U.S. Patent 4,441,487). 
Regarding claim 13: In Fig. 4, Reid shows a storage device capable of being used as a nail 
polishing stand and storage cabinet comprising a base (10) and a storage compartment (13), 
but lacks a hand rest coupled to the base, wherein said hand rest is substantially dome shaped 
with a plurality of spaced apart grooves. In Fig. 3, Daugherty teaches a substantially dome 
shaped hand rest (4) with a plurality of spaced apart grooves (4a, 4b). It would have been 
obvious to one skilled in the art at the time of invention to couple the hand rest of Daugherty 
to the base of Reid in order to provide a place for one to rest their hand. 
Regarding claim 14: As applied to claim 13, Reid lacks a substantially dome shaped hand 
rest with five spaced apart grooves. In Fig. 3, Daugherty teaches a substantially dome shaped 
hand rest (4) with five spaced apart grooves (4a, 4b). It would have been obvious to one 
skilled in the art at the time of invention to combine the hand rest with five spaced apart 
grooves of Daugherty with the storage device of Reid in order to provide a place for one to 
rest their hand. 

Regarding claim 15: As applied to claim 13, Reid lacks a hand rest rotatably coupled to the 
base. In Fig. 3, Daugherty teaches a substantially dome shaped hand rest (4) with a plurality 
of spaced apart grooves (4a, 4b). It would have been obvious to one skilled in the art at the 
time of invention to rotatably couple the hand rest of Daugherty with the base of Reid in 
order to provide an adjustable place for one to rest their hand. 

Regarding claim 17: In Fig. 4, Reid teaches a base (10) with at least one drawer (13) for 
necessary articles. 
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8. Claims 16 and 18 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Reid (U.S. 
Patent 1,512,799), in view of Daugherty (U.S. Patent 4,441,487), and further in view of 
Swinford (U.S. Patent 1,536,985). 

Regarding claim 16: In Fig. 4, Reid, as modified by Daugherty, shows a storage device 
capable of being used as a nail polishing stand and storage cabinet according to claim 15, but 
lacks means for releasably locking the hand rest in a plurality of fixed positions relative to 
the base. In Fig. 4, Swinford shows means for releasably locking the hand rest (17, 21) in a 
plurality of fixed positions relative to the base. It would have been obvious to one skilled in 
the art at the time of invention to use the locking means of Swinford with the base of Reid, as 
modified by Daugherty, in order to releasably lock the hand rest in a plurality of positions. 
Regarding claim 18: As applied to claim 16, Reid, as modified by Daugherty, lacks a 
plurality of opposing, normally intermeshing teeth wherein the hand rest is mounted on the 
base in a spring-loaded manner, to permit, via depression of the hand rest disengagement of 
said teeth and rotation of the hand rest to a different rotatable position. In Fig. 4, Swinford 
shows a plurality of opposing, normally intermeshing teeth (17, 21) wherein the hand rest 
(26) is mounted on the base (14) in a spring-loaded manner (24), to permit, via depression of 
the hand rest (26) disengagement of said teeth (17, 21) and rotation of the hand rest (26) to a 
different rotatable position. It would have been obvious to one skilled in the art at the time of 
invention to modify the storage device of Reid, as modified by Daugherty, with the 
intermeshing teeth, and spring-loaded manner of Swinford in order to releasably lock the 
hand rest in a plurality of positions. 
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Conclusion 



9. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to applicant's 
disclosure. Borst, Gautier, Francois, James, McPharlin, Webster, Becker, Brasier, Traub, 
Paxson, Bagwell, Fujita, Wachs, Leahy, Tamoschat, Hansen, Rasor, Warburton, Hussell, 
Wells, Cautereels, Armstrong, Huang, Fuller, Bartlett, Keyser, Hartsock, Steele, Massengale, 
and Drain all show aspects of the current invention. 

10. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the examiner 
should be directed to James T. Nelson whose telephone number is (571) 272-1491. The 
examiner can normally be reached M-F 8:00am - 4:30pm. 

1 1. If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's supervisor, 
Lanna Mai can be reached on (571) 272-6867. The fax phone number for the organization 
where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306. 

12. Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published 
applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information 
for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information 
about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access 
to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 
(toll-free). 
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